Occupational therapists who work with people with disabilities as part of their professional practice are concerned about the use of assistive technology devices and how those technologies can improve their patients' independence, autonomy, and social participation in daily life. However, therapists face challenging problems related to access, use, and the potential abandonment of these technologies.
Background
For many patients, independence in a particular situation (transferring, feeding, toileting, etc.) can only be improved through the use of an assistive device. Occupational therapists might work diligently to help a patient acquire and use a particular device. When considering the use of that device in a specific environment, however, therapists must keep in mind the potential problems that may arise and the possibility that a patient might decide to abandon the technology.
There is some evidence about predictors of technology abandonment, and this evidence can provide information for occupational therapists' practice. For example, more than two decades ago, Phillips and Zhao (1993) services that could reduce the frequency of abandonment. Unfortunately, assistive technology abandonment by users is still a concern for everyone on a rehabilitation team.
One major factor related to abandonment is the complexity of cities and public accessibility. Of perhaps the greatest importance is public transportation, but also of concern is access to buildings and public spaces for leisure and engagement in everyday activities, such as shopping at a supermarket. For example, a person with a manual wheelchair can move around more independently, but if there is a lack of access to public transportation and/or steps at the only entry to a building, the use of that wheelchair might be limited.
In a literature review about wheelchair accessibility in public buildings, Welage and Liu (2011) discovered that none of the studies reported 100% wheelchair accessibility despite laws and regulations that should guarantee this. They concluded that practitioners who work in the field of assistive technology have a role in advocacy and assisting wheelchair users to have full social participation in all community places. Accessibility to public environments is a basic need of all citizens and an important human right, both of which are essential for urban planning (Evcil, 2009) .
The measurement and assessment of accessibility remain a challenge for occupational therapists in light of the diversity of populations and their abilities and disabilities. Church and Marston (2003) discussed the fact that traditional measurements ignore physical and structural barriers, individual mobility restrictions or effort, and other problems. They also suggested that urban and building design problems preventing access for people with physical disabilities might lead to more sophisticated access measurements, which, in turn, could improve access.
There are important questions to be asked.
How can we improve the use of assistive technologies while also considering the environment and public policies that could offer people with disabilities opportunities for more social inclusion? What public policies could support the use of assistive technologies and reduce the abandonment of these valuable resources?
The Situation in Brazil
According to Laranjeira and Almeida (2008) , of the nine million people with physical disabilities in Brazil, only 0.99% received any orthotics or auxiliary means of locomotion in 2002.
They also reported that the national average rate was 9.99 orthotics per 1,000 disabled people, with 20 out of 26 Brazilian states below the national average. Six states presented rates lower than one orthotic per 1,000 disabled people: Goiás, Pará, Piauí, Rio Grande do Norte, Rio Grande do Sul, and Tocantins.
In 2008, Mello noted that users' lack of knowledge about existing resources and their rights was a contributing factor. Put simply, the vast majority of disabled people in Brazil, according to Mello, do not know their rights.
Legal Context
In Brazil's national political scenario, the first ideas concerning assistive technology were published under the term "technical help" in Law n° 10. 098, dated December 19, 2000 (Presidência da República, 2000 . This law established general rules and basic criteria to promote accessibility for people with disabilities and reduced mobility (Souza, Cruz, Alves, & Agostini, 2010 Brazil that investment is low and the use of assistive technologies is still limited. According to Mello, the main factors that contributed to low use were:
(a) the absence of financial resources for device acquisition, (b) insufficient funding for assistive technology services by public health organizations and private health businesses, (c) rehabilitation professionals' lack of technical knowledge regarding assistive technology products, and (d) a lack of specific training so these professionals could become providers of assistive technology. These factors call for investigations of and changes in policies and practices that can help not only the people who use assistive technology, but also the professionals who work with these resources.
Research in Brazil: Assistive Technology Use

Purpose
In a recent review of this subject in Brazil, we could find no evidence about the monitoring of devices or equipment; about the mechanisms, strategies, and procedures adopted for acquisition; or about the factors that involved the users' conditions for the acquisition of these resources.
Therefore, we conducted a study that aimed to identify (a) which assistive technologies users had, and (b) how the acquisition, use, and abandonment of these assistive technologies occurred.
Participants
We conducted a cross-sectional, descriptive study using a non-probabilistic convenience sample. 
Data Collection
We developed the interview form for this research based on our experience in the field with public and private rehabilitation services for adult and elderly people. The form contained a list of 16 assistive technology items and open and closed questions, and was organized in a logical sequence from general to particular issues. We submitted the form for evaluation by six external judges and then a pre-test with five of the participants.
After defining the final form, 14 research assistants were selected and trained for two months.
Their training involved the use of the form and familiarity with all of the assistive technology equipment and devices that the participants might be using.
To clearly identify the technological resources owned by the participants, the data were collected in their homes. To complement these data, access to the participants' records identified their prescriptions, confirmed their diagnoses, and clarified any questionable information. We categorized the types of technology owned by the participants according to the classification presented by Bersch (2008) . Table 1 presents the total number of assistive resources identified in the sample studied. Table 2 summarizes the findings about the participants' use of assistive technologies. Table 3 shows the places where the participants indicated they had accessibility difficulties. Table 4 shows the participants' responses regarding public transportation difficulties. were granted by the SUS. This means that the participants who acquired this equipment using their own resources paid twice for items that are guaranteed by law.
Results
Each of the 16 assistive technology items
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The as inappropriate instruction and training for product acquisition (Wessels, Dijcks, Soede, Gelderbom, & De Witte, 2003) .
Our study showed that products were not being used by the participants for several additional Finally, our study showed that many assistive technologies were acquired with the participants' own resources or donations. Many of these technologies could be granted by the federal government's concession program. However, we discovered that the participants used and needed other technologies that are not included in that program.
Conclusion
We Occupational therapists around the world should be actively engaged with public policies to enhance the use of assistive technologies with the aim to make it possible for people with disabilities to participate fully in life both inside and outside of their homes.
